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Hebrew word for a natural day does not _
sarily mean a natural day, then there is no word
in that language descriptive of it. So far then as
this word is concerned, there is no revelation; be-
cause it cannot be certainly known what is re-
vealed by it. (2) If the earliest creative days pre-
ceded the institution of the natural day, then the
figurative use of that term preceded its literal use,
which is sufficiently preposterous. (3) If the ear-
liest creative days preceded the natural days, and
the same word is used with a double meaning
without notification, then the Mosaic account is
chargeable with gross'dishonesty; but if Moses was
honest he could not have used language in such a
way; and if God revealed facts, it cannot be sup-
posed that he would have allowed his servant to
render his revelation ambiguous, and so nullify it
by such dishonest writing; and since there is no
intimation of difference between " the earlier cre-
ative days" and " the natural day/' upon the face
of the record, the whole thing is a fiction. (4)
" In Gen. 2 : 4, the whole creative week is called
one day/* says the Doctor ; but my Bible does not
read so; it says, " when they were created in the
day/' so that the adverb of time with the definite
article are purposely used to show that the literal
is here supplanted by the figurative sense. It
is amazing how such a statement could have
been made.

"2. Many internal difficulties occur in the hypothesis of
natural days. One of these is the interval which in chapter 2
appears to have occurred between the creation of the man and
that of the woman. Others arise from the difficulty of replenish-